MOSLEM SCHISMS AND SECTS

he claimed that Allah has the power to act unjustly only to
those who have no mind, but not to those who have their
senses. His predecessors condemned him for this, and he
condemned them for differing from him. He became so-
abstruse in his heresy as to- say that it could be said that
Allah spoke to his subjects, but that it could not be said that
he spoke with them. Moreover he calls Allah the addressor
but not the conversor. He claimed that in using the word
conversor it would mean that the word arises in him, which
is not the case with the addressor. Just as the use of the
word " who sets something in motion" implies that the
motion commences in him, so does the expression " who
converses " imply that the speaking commences with him.
We believe this to be true; the word of Allah we believe
originates with him. As to his predecessors among the
Kadariyah, verily they would say to him: " This excuse of
156 yours forces you to conclude that that part of the body of
man that ' speaks' is the tongue. This is enough because,
according to you, the word dwells in the tongue. You must,
indeed, accept this absurdity that applies the name of the
speaker to a thing, because the word, according to you and
the rest of the Mu'tazilah, is composed of letters, and it is
not possible for one letter to- be a word. The place of each
letter among the letters of the word is different from the
place of the rest of the letters. Your reasoning would,
therefore, mean that man could not be a speaker, nor could
any part of him be a speaker. And according to your asser-
tion, f Allah is not the speaker because the word does not
arise within him V

Some of the Mu'tazilah glorified al-Iskafi, by claiming
that when Muhammad ibn-al-Hasan saw him walking, he
dismounted from his horse. Evidently this is a lie, because
al-Iskafi did not live at the time of Muhammad ibn-al-
Hasan, for ibn-al-Hasan died in al-Rai during the caliphate
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